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STATE OF HAWAII

PUBLIC EMPLOYMENT RELATIONS BOARD

In the Matter of

DAVID SANTOS, ) Case No. cu—Ol—l4
I )

Complainant, ) Order No. 43

and

UNITED PUBLIC WORKERS,
LOCAL 646, AFSCI!E, AFL—CIO,

Respondent.

ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR PARTICULARIZATION
OF THE PROHIBITED PRACTICE COMPLAINT

On Friday, March 19, 1976, the above—named Respon

dent filed with this Board a Motion for Particularization

of the Complaint in accordance with Board Rule 3.05(c).

Upon a review of the complaint and the Respondent’s motion,

the Board is of the opinion that the complaint is so vague

and indefinite that the Respondent cannot reasonably be re

quired to frame an answer. Accordingly, the motion is hereby

granted.

The Board directs the above—named Complainant to

serve upon the Respondent one copy and file with the Board,

with proof of service, the original and five(5) copies of

the requested particularization of the complaint by 4:30 p.m.

of the fifth working day after service of this order. If

the Complainant fails to timely file and serve the particu

larization, the Board shall dismiss the complaint.

The Respondent is directed to serve upon the Com

plainant one copy and file with the Board, with proof of

service, the original and five copies of the answer by

4:30 p.m. of the fifth working day after service of the
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Complainant’s particularization. If the Respondent fails

to timely file and serve the answer,

stitute an admission of the material

plaint and the particularization and

such a failure shall con—

facts alleged in the corn—

a waiver of a hearing.
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Dated: March 23, 1976

E. Millian1(rd Member

Honolulu, Hawaii
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